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HE COURTS.

THE GREAT TWEED TRIAL.

Another Day After the Stolem Vonchers—Im-
portant Point Gained by the Prosecution—
Secondary Evidence To Be Admitted—
Continuation of the Legal Tilt Be-
tween Counsel—Deputy Comptrol-
ler Storrs and Ex-County Audi-
itor Lyons on the Btand.

THE DEPUTY CHAMBERLAINSHIP.

Chamberlain Palmer's Injunction Motion---
Argument of Counsel Going Over the 0id
Ground~--All the Parties in Court---
The Action of Yesterday Inde-
cisive and the Fight To Be
Resumed This Morning.

—

THE JUMEL. ESTATE CASE.

Uontinuation of Evidence for the Defence—
Important Rulings Admitting An-
cient Documents in Evidence—
Further Interesting Devel-
opmentsin the Case,

EUSINESS IN THE OTHER COURTS.

Bummaries—Trials, Convictions and Sentences in
the General Bessiont—Decisions,

The Tweed case was continued yesterday, the
most notable occurrence of the day's proceedings
being the ruling of the Court admitting secondary
evidence in the absence of the more direct or de-
pirable testimony of witnesses who are not within
ihe control of the Court. The testimony of Mr.
Btorrs, Mr. Lyons and Mr, Copeland, of the Comp-
troller’s Department, was maluly explanatory of
ihe routine of the business in the Finance Depart-
ment of the ¢ity government—the manner of slgn-
ing and certifying voucners and as to thelr safe
keeping. The case will be resnmed to-day.
~All day yesterday was consumed in arguing, be-
‘fore Judge Barbour, ol the Superior Court, the sub-
Ject matter of the Injunction asked for by Mr,
FPalmer, City Chamberlain, egainst John Foley,
restraining him from attempting to assume the
functions of Deputy Chamberlaln or in any way
interfering with the dutiea of the office by virtue
of his appolntment as Deputy Chamberlain by the
Comptroller. It was, in the main, a repetition of
the argument previously advanced upon the prior
application to the same effect made by Deputy
Chamberlaln Palmer. The argument, which was
not finlshed gt the adjournment of the Court, will
be resumed this morning.

in the United States Courts yesterday Commis-
eloner Qsborn réendered his declsion in the case of
E. 8. Goodwin, cinef detective ofticer of the Erle
Rallroad, who had ween accused, under the law
relating to piracy, of haviog run off with the
pteamer Hugh Bolton from the foot of Twenty-
third etreet to Hobokem. The accused i held to
awalt the action of the Grand Jury. Defendant
rested his case upon the evidence presented on the

part of the prosecution, alleging that no felonlous

intent had been proved, and thati in removing the
steamer he acted nnder the full bellef that ehe was
the property of the Erie Rallrond Company.

Charles W, Jacobs, a sailor, who had deserted
from the American schooner Hattie Bampson, has
confessed to that offence, and was yesterday held
by Commiasioner Bhields to await the action of the
Grand Jury. * :

Charles Sinnett has been held by Commisstoner
Ehilelds to await the action of the Grand Jury on a
charge of passing a $20 counterielt bill. Thne ac-
cuped had induced & young boy to endeavor Lo pro-
cure good money for the bill in question,

Notice I8 given to those election deputy marshals
and pupervigors who have not yet presented them-
#elves at the United States Marshal's ofce to re-
ceive thelr pay that unless they do so before the
#1st inst, they must make their application to
Washington.

In the United States Circuit Court yesterday the
forther hearing of the case of George Washington
Bowen va. Neleon Chase was resumed before Judge
Shipman and the special jury. A mass of docu-
mentary evidence, consisting of public records
from the towns of Providence and Cumberland,
R. L, was introduced on the part of the defendant
for the purpose of impeaching the statement
made by the plaintid that he was born of Bewy
Bowen, who afterwards became Madame Jumel.
The case was adjourned till to-day.

Yesterday Christopher Yetia and Frederick
Oleens, keepers of a distillery at the corner ol
Thirty-ninth street and avenue A, were further ex-
amined before Commissioner Shields on a charge
of distilling whiskey and rum from molagses, while
thetr license, it was claimed, authorized them only
to distil apple whiskey. Mr. L. W. Emerson, late
United States Assigtant District Attorney, appeared
for the defendants, and the Commissioner, having
heard the defence, ordered the accused to be dis-
charged, ? .

Yeaterday the Grand Jury entered the United
States Circuit Court, and presented to Judge Ship-
man some bills of indictment. In reply to the
Judge the jury said they had np other business be-
fore them, and, having made an arrangement with
the District Attorney for ad|ournment, the Judge
Bald they might adjourn tosuch day as they saw i,

THE GREAT TWEED TRIAL.

More Abomut the Stolen Vouchers=A Great
Point Gainéd by the Prosecution—Sec-
ondary Evidence Ruled by the Court
as  Admissible = Deputy Comptroller
Btorrs and Ex~County Anditor Lyons
on the Stand—The Legal Tilt Contin=
WMCH.

Yeaterday morning was ushered in by a dense
fog, which for hours overhung the city, Jay thick
upon the rivers, darkened the way of the traing
loaded With thousands from the outlying dis-
tricts, and In a gemerally disagreeable manner
impeded traMc and prevented 10 & very great
extent the arrival of business men &t the scencs of
thelr dally vocatlons at thelr usual hours, The
attendance of all whom It most comcerned was not
s punctunl at the different law courts of the city
yesterday morning as,on ordinary occaslons, owlng
to the wforesald fog, and most eof those
whose only incentive for putting in an
appearance at all in the courts from day to day
15 Idie curiosity were notably and commendably
Absent, In the groat Tweed case the Court reas-
sembled, If not exactly up to time, still in good
time, and the procoedings of the elgnth day of the
irial were commenced by the recall of Mr. Deputy
Comptroller Storrs. There was nething particu-
larly Interesting either in the testimony of this
Witness or of the only other witness for the day,
Mr. Lyons, ex-County Auditor, and the foggy air
Without had its connterpart within the court room,
Owing to the befogging mature of tne testimony
55 50 hardly less clear arguments of ol inyer
upon the knotty and bewiidering polnts of law
from umq to time ralsed on objections by defend-
ant's connsel and repiled to In a8 an unintelligible
manner by the ‘‘gentlomen’ on the other side.
One ball of the colilsions In the court room be-
tween opposing counsel during this logal befog-
ment, had they ocourred om the water, would
bave sunk or disabled all the ferryboats plylng be-
twoen New Verk and the otlier side before the fog

had lifted. The main polnt in the case, however, and
which will materially aid the Court and jury in
reaching a result, was the ruling of the Court, ad-
mitting secondary testimony where first or princi-
pal testumony, owing to the absence of parties
beyond the control of the Court, cannot Le pro-
duced. As before stated only two witnesses were
examined during the session, and the testimony
was principally confingd to the manner which pre-
vailed In the Comptroller's department of trans-
acting the business of the department,
Yesterday's Procecdings.

Soon after the openlng of the Oyer and Terminer
yesterday, Judge Davis preslding, the exumina-
tion of witnesses in the case of the People against
Willlam M, Tweed was proceeded with,

Mr. Storrs, Deputy Comptroller, recalled, ex-
amined by the prosecution—The witness testified
to tne fact of the loss of the vouchers on the 10th
or 11th of Beptember, 1871 ; the doors of the pigecn-
holea had been closed and locked; he had looked
for the vouchers; there were other vouchers in
other parts of the offlce,

CROSS-EXAMINATION,

On the cross-examination witness testified that
he was In the ofice the day previous, but had not
examined the pigeonholes sinee about the middie
of July; the pigeonholes were in a sort of closet,
with closed doore; he had not seen them opened

for two months previons; on the morning of the
11th of Beptember he looked at them and found
the door open; he dld not have charge of the
papers: they were in the custody of the County Au-
ditor, Mr. Lyons; the closet was not marked. .

To Judge Duvis—The vouchers were tied np in
bnndles and labelled; the cluset was kept locked
ans’ on that morning he had found the locks broken
and the pigeonholes empty.

Cross-¢xamination continued:—All the closets
are lovked, as it1s the custom of the eflce to keep
them locked during the day; he could not state on
his own knowledge that he had ever seen the doors
locked or mnlocked; he could only éay that they
must have been locked; he could not state but
that the vouchers might have been taken to an-
other closet on the day or days before the loss was
discovered.

Mr. Peckham—Where ia Comptroller Con-
noliy# A. 1don't know; 1 have not seen him since

1871,

Q. Has the Comptroller absconded 7 A. It s uD-
derstood so,

To Judge Davis—The search for the missing
vouchers was commenced on the next day, but he
Was not witness ol any search.

TESTIMOXY OF WILLIAM N. COPELAND,

William N, Copeland was the next witness, He tes-
tifled that he had been employed as assiatant book-
keeper in the Uounlg NPe artment of the Com
troller's oMce; he rge of the books In
which the accounts of hatnlities were kept a part
of the time; he saw piperu reluting to the claims
of Ingersoll, G"‘l;:{' eyeer and others in closets,
which were not locked when he was there; all the
vouchers were not there when he leit, in February,
1471; some of them were kept in Watson's office;
alter the clalms were pald the vouchers should
have been pluced in the closets spoken of,

Crose-examined by Mr. Burrill—The pl{gern were
sent out of Mr. Watson's ofice to go into the Elgeon
holes, but they did not always go In there; he had
taken them out by Mr. Watson's direction, and had
given them to him; it wWns a very common oceur-
rence; every person in the ofMce had aceess to the
pigeonholes; he could not tell whether all the pa-
pers were there when he left the efiice, as he had
made no examination,

Teo Mr. Péckham—Could not say whether all the
pl}!p:m nghreu to Mr. Watson had been returned,

r. Burrill—No memeranda of the papers
taken out were kept, and when they were returned
an occasional examination was made to see If they
were the ones given out; in some cases the papers
were detached and separated; sometimes mei
w%;le l&lgned together and sometimes stuck witl
m 3

TESTIMONY OF STEPHEN LYONR, JR.

8 1 ].Jlﬁls. Jr., late County Auditor. was
niw biwvorn. He testified that it was his duty to
draw the-warrants; the papers of Ingersoll, Gme{
aud others were kept in the closetsa mentiened ;
was the practice to keep them locked during the
night, but they were accessible in the daytime; he
had leeked fer vhe vouchers alter they were miss-
1:-18, but could not fina them,

ross-eXxamined—He took posgession of the ofMce
of County Auditor in May, 1871; he had frequently

taken papers from the closets to get information
from them, and then put them back; he had taken
them to rent persons in the office—to the

Comptroller. Deputy Comptroller and perhaps a
dozen others; these papers have beem absent as
long a8 a month; the papers were returned by Mr,
Connolly, at least they must have been retarmed,
for the papers were in Court; he could not, on his
own knowledge, say that Mr. Comnolly ever put
back all of the papers,

The papers were conatantly being referred t
being taken out and returned by a dozen differen
clerks lo the oMce: he has taken out a hundred or
more of those papers rela to county Habilitles
during the time he was In office; n great many of
those had been given to Mr, Connolly.

He merely suw the bundle marked ‘‘County Lia-
bilitles” taken out and put back; he merely knew
the bundle went eut in the shape it came back,

MR, STORRS RECALLED,

Mr. Storrs was recalled and asked a quesilon as
to the contents of the lest veuchers,

Mr. Field at once objected.

The Court intimal that the dlscusslon ought
nol to be long,

Mr. Field sald that If the Conrt had already de-
clded that secondary evidence was not admissjble
wf(’ had no desire to prolong the discussien,

r. Justice Davis eald that was not 1o be as-
sumed, but, on the contrary, quite the reverse,

After Recess,

Mr. Btorrs again took his seat on the witnesa
gtand, and the examination was g."’“""’“"‘ with
by Mr. Burrill. The witness testified :—

r. Watson was appointed County Auditor by
Mr. Brennan (n 18684, and died in_ 1871, In January;
witness kas been in the Finance Department since
1857; the Auditor's office I8 a bureau of the depart-
ment; all bills-pass through the Auditor's Depart-
ment; Watson's stamp as Anditor was on the ont-
slde of the vouchers; Watson had custody of
the stamp himself; 1 do not know In what
part of the office 1t was Kept; the
commit made frequent calls upon the Comp-
troller for these veuchers; I do not know why the
p;ﬁwrs were not delivered when the committee
called; do not know of any reuson; do not know
wustlt:‘er the papers were there when they called
or not,

Mr. Peckham then examined the witness on the
redirect as fullows:—The bills were audited by the
Cnnu%g Auditor since 1858,

Q. Was it the daty of the Auditor to see that the
vouchers contalned anrtmur more than the proper
voanching papers ¥ Objected to,

Counsel for defence claimed that the gquestion
was not competent, first, because the witness
wasnot the Auditor,

Q. What did the Auditor do In suditing these

paperst
lﬁlected to by coumsel on the ground that County
Aunditor Watson was now defunct, but had left be-
hind him & monument (o this stamp which wonld
ghow what he did. This stamp read:—'Finance
Department, county of New York. Examined hy
me and found correct. James Watson, Couunty
Audaitor,”
The question was modified so as to require from
the witness a statement of
THE ACTUAL FORM,
a0 far as the witness had observed It, of anditing
pngers. The explanation was very dry to listen to
snd would make much dryer readiog, so It Is
omitied from this report., At the cloge of the wit-
ness' statement Stephen €. Lynes was recalled to
the witnesa stand and examined hy Mr. Peckham.
The latter gentleman bas & pecultarly rapid and
by no means pleasant utfla of speaking, his articu-
lation being rather indistinet, and the jury evi-
dently did not at all times noderstand ques-
tions put h{ hin, As they contracted their eye
opened their mouths, craned thelr necks an
placed thelr hands to their ears to cateh the sound
of the lawyer's volce, It was also noticeable that
the counsel finds it much easier to examine a wit-
ness by having his (the counsel's) foot on the seat
of an adjacent chalr, This Is #mhuhl What some
{aeo le would call “an eccentricity ol" enius,” if
aking a cha (i) ritable view of thé counsel's hanit,
The witness testiled—It was my duty to fill In
1-1‘13‘:!{11;:?“302:?:} Auditor; I filléd them in
at the 18 Were given 3
prepared the Warrants. sitsatpdenddi e
Q. Kgplsln ::: ¥ umt‘i'!lle!t eo'flmll?g In those vonch-
erd and warrants e they were rece
untii they were completed, . e
Objection was made by the defence, inasmneh ag
the question called on the witnese to state what

was the
ROTTINE OF THE OFFICE

nerally. Fe might explain epeciically what he

1l or what he saw done, but to describe the rou-
tine was too genc h

Q. What did you do ar to vonchera? Ohjection
rnvﬂde and overruled, The defence excepted (o the
ruling,

The witness then proceeded toa long and ex-
tremely dry etatement and illustration eof the

us operandi of auditing vouchers, certifying

them and issuing warrante; also as to the method
of making entrlies In the gudit books and
voucner record, which were produced, The
witness sat with one large book openm on his
Kknee, and another ponderous tome llﬁopcn Leside
lilm on the corner ol the Judge's bench. To jud
from what followed, It |8 falr to assume that this
{Oﬂ. of the examination was not to be considered
.F{ the jury, for Prosecutor Peckham and Defender

eld gurrotunded the witness as nearly as two men
conld accomplish  Mickey Free's single-handed
successil effort, The withess pointed to certain
entries with his finger, ana wldp?he conunsel how
these tallied with certain other entries in the other

:‘i%;‘;#%i‘\f.ﬁ'iﬁi‘??&‘ B &8 cxhivicea 1o

1
'n%ddun; ‘Do you Kl::\{hwhumer atthe time youn
o up these warran ETe Were correspound
existing vouchera?" P -

The defence at once objected, and after a short
and rapid sotto roce consultation between Messrs,
Field and Burrill, reiterated their objection to the
general charncter of the guestivn,

Mr. Peckham oxplained that these were Koyses
wirrants, the vouchers pertwining to which had
been lost,

The question was then divided #o ag to elieit
from the wilhess. Goun Lis ineocction Of wucl wad:

FIX WARRA’

rant, answers which showed in reference to two of
them that at the time he drew the warranis there
were before him the vouchers and certifies f

audit.

In anawer to a on by Mr. Pield, Mr. Peck-
ham stated that the questions in reference to these
tWo warrants were %r:mcl: the same as he should
85k In reference to the remaining warrants singly,
and the defence wailved their objection and con-
sented to a general qrm:bua of the same form as
covering the whole of Lheé WArrants,

Mr. Peckham pext exhibited thirty-fonr other
warrants drawn in favor of A. J. vey, and put
the same general questions, which

Mr. Fleld temporarly lllurruptcd by lﬂkllu]
whether Mr. Tweed’s name appeared upon any ¢
these wurrants,

Repll; was made that It did not.

Mr, Peckham then offered

THE WARRANTY IN EVIDENCE,

Mr, Field and Mr. Burrill hoth objeeted to the

offer, and Mr. B | asked whether they were
offered as 'grlmlry or gecondary evidence.
Mr, Peckham said they offered the warrants both
a8 primary evidence and as secondary evidence,
Firet, as evidence of payment, and second, a8 evi-
dence of the contents of the lost vouchers,

The defence then objected to their admission on
hoth the grounds stated, and counsel asked 1l they
were offered as evidence that Tweed's pame was
written acrogs the lace of the luvst vouchers.
He asked this merely because they desired to
avold pleading surprise. at a Iater Ktage
in the case. A8 the questlon stood it was simp
whether they could muke Tweed responsible for
what Mayor Hall and Comptroller Connolly did,
aud this eould not be done, for the indiotment did
not allege any combination. None conld be proved
where none was averred. Alter he sign that
o of audit he had no further control over
it, and il Mr. Hall or Mr. Conuolly knew that

THESE VOUCHERS WERE MERE BLINDS

and were to be used as such, to cover the drawing
of the money, they stole the public money; 1t was
nothing less than robbery, and their stealing of the
?‘uhuu money wasa no evidence against Mr. o

he voucher would be the mere lorm and the feleni-
ons act was the taking of the public money. w
could Mr. Tweed have restralued these men from
theiracts? The trausfer by themr of these warrants
and the drawing of the public money npon them
were in no way chargeable to Mr, Tweeid.

Mr. Burrill then arose and siated that before
making the objection more speciie and finalshe
would ¢laim the privilege of cross-examining the
witness to learn what he made np the filing of his
warrants irom.

The Court sdmitted Mr, Burrill's regnest.

The witness was then cross-examined and testi-
fled as follows:—1 received the papers from which
I filed up the warrants Irom Mr. Watson; these
papers were completed and endorsed and bore the
Btamp of the County Auditor; I drew the warrants
from the endorsements on the backe ol the vouch-
ers, without looking inside at the conteénts of the
vouchers; Mr. Wa himself often wrote the en-
dorsements on the vouchers; where

THE VOUCHERS CAME TO ME

with that endorsement 1 dian't examine the
vouchers any further, but simply filled up the war-
rant from the endorsement ; alwaye supposed from
the endorsement that thers was & corresponding
bill inside; there 18 nolhing in the books of the
office or elaewhere to show whether the warrants
were drawn rom Watson's mere endorsement of
the vouchers or not; papers coming to me to have
the wuarrants drawn did not always have
the Auditor's stamp aMxed on the outaide;
there was mo rule about that; 1 wonld
not draw the warrants unless I had somethin

from Mr. Watson directing me to draw them;

made no examination of the papera inside if there
Wwas an _endorsement outside; when 1 examined
the inside papers it was only when they came to
me without any endorsement, and 1 merely looked
at such papers [neide a8 would give me
the name of the creditor, the nature of the
work performed, the amount of the bill and the
date; lalways looked at the original bill of the
creditor only to learn these particulars; never ex-
amined any of the other papers in the bundle; it
was no part of my business to see that the bins
were countersignedi; Ihad nothing to do with the
transactlons except in a clerical way to fill out the
warrants; 1 was exnmined in the trial of Mayor
Hall and recollect testifying that I never did mike

examinations of contents of inside papers nmoug |

the vouchers; 1had to
DRAW ALL THE WARRANTS

for connty expendituses which passed through.dhe
Compiroller's ofMce, amounting to between six and
geven thousand warrants 3" year; L also drew all
the warrants that passed the Board of Aundit;l

enerally amxed the printed blanke lor the Comp-
roller and Anditor to sign; aiter I had prepared
them | handed them to Mr. Watson; he handed
me the bills and told me to amx the
biank; I did mnot examine the bills to
gee whether they were certified by any one; that
was no part of my business; I generally attacned
the outside blanks myself with mucilage: some-
times they came to me merely pinned tegether; 1
made my entries in the audit book from the war-
rants, and also num d and dated the warrants
and corresponding entrfés; I countersigned the
warrants,

To Mr. Tremain—Before my signature was at-
tached the warrants had aiready been sigmed by
the Mayor and Comptroller; my signature was the
last one afixed to the warrants; aiter I tacked the
papers together it was sometimes o day, semotimes
o week before they were finally returned to me.

Mr, Burrlll here arose and objected that the war-

rants were
¥OT COMPETENT EVIDENCE

of the natare of the contenta of the bills or vouch-
ers upon whick the warrants gnrporwd 10 have
been drawn. The witness testified that he gener-
ally drew the warrants from the mere endorse-
ment, without any knowledge whatever a8 to the
contents of the vouchers contained In the wrapper
on which the endorsement was written: they ob-
Jjected that the warrants were not competent as
they falled in any way to connect the de-
fenaant with the vouchers or the warrants
themselves, and the ¥mouuon waR bound to

rove the contents of the voucher more clearly

han this witness had been able to do, This was
not a civil suit, but a criminal prosecution, and the
delendant was reasonably entitled to the benedt of
the extreme limit of the rule. They also objected
to the cumulation of offences, It was not neces-
sary in order to secure a conviction here to go into
an examination of alleged burglary or any other
ofences in regurd to these papers,

The Court intimated that the counsel seemed to
gradlu:a his argument altogether upon Mr, Lynes'

estimony and ignore Mr. Htorrs' testimon to.
gel.ler a8 fo the slgnatares of the different oMeinls,

he testimony of this witmees did not connect the
defendant with these vouchers, but it was & ques-
tion for the jurf whether Mr, Storrs' testimony did
comnect him with those vouchers which nre not
now accessible. The evidence was admissible sofar
a8 It went to 8how that in the performance of & public
dury an official had transcribed from certain
vouchers, when in existence, the names of credi-
tors, the amounts due them and the nature of the
work performed, &¢. The papers must be ad-
mitted as secondary evidence, so far as they go to
show it, of the contents of the vouchers,

Mr. Burrill said that even the wiiness RBtorrs was
careful to state ouly that he saw some of these
vouchers, X

The Court replied that Mr, Storrg bad testifleq,
however, that

WIIAT PAPERE HE DID SER
were signed by Mr. Tweed, and therefore that tes-
timony wounld go to show the eustom or rule in
reference to the signing of these papers. The pa-
pers must be admitted us evidence, (Counsel ex-
cepted to the ruling.)

r. Fleld asked whether the Conrt admitted
thein a8 evidence on all the counts, as Lo negli-
genee, and so forth,

The Court—Yes.

Mr. Fleld—Then we heg to except to the recen-
tion of this evidence under the several counts—a
separate objection te its reception on each count,

r. Peckham then took all the warrants ant
read off to the jury the date, name of creditor on
each warrant and the amount lor which each war-
rant was drawn, ol courss, Keyser and Garvey
have the biggest ingers in the pecunlary ple,

AS MR PECEITAM READ THE LIFT
he rrngguently stumbled across items of $30,000 to
40, to Garvey, “for ?l.lmlng and decorating
new Uounty Court House,” anu one of the ceunse|
for the defence andibly, and with eyes raised to the
dlnhy walls and celllug, exo —

“If the prosecutien calls Mr. Garvey ae a witnoes
on this trial, to prove the quality of his work, we
are going to impeach him in advance,"

The reading of the warrants occupled abaont
half an hour, and while {t was progressing the
sky, which had been murky all doy, cleared a little
and allowed a few rays of sunlight to fall into the
room. The day's Fruceedlnga had been very pros
and dall, and the lightening weather, together wit
the faet that it was near the time of adjourument,
made the venerable eonnsel for

THE DEFENCE QUITE FRISKY.

When the reading was concluded

Mr. Field asked Mr. Peckham whether Mr.
Tweed'sname appeared on the warranta,

Mr. Peckham replied that it dld not, hut that the
initinls E, A, W, did appear on them, and that they
stood for Mr. Tweed, (E. A. Woodward),

Mr, Burrill—What's that ¥

Mr. Field—Oh, nothing; only that is the way the
spell Tweed on the prosecution side. (Laughter.

Mr. Fullerton rose very quictly and asked the
Court semething a8 to whether any further evi-
dence was o be taken, or a8 t0 wlether anotlier
witness was to be called,

Judge Davis answered that he was going to #it
:l;gl#“l::l ﬂlﬂﬂﬂﬁa up t‘lnla fliteen minutes lost 1;3

oungel in not appe t
in their seats in the mm”&' SHNDESS BRSNS
6 Mr. Fulierton looked up at the clock and eaid

Your Honor has already made up seventeen out of
fitteen, Tt 18 now thirteen minuteg of four.'

The Court—Well, 1 mean to make it up fully, 1f
we lose filteen wanutes every day we shall never
get throngh, Conusel must e prompt.

Mr. Fuollerton (sabmissively and pleadingly) —
¥ s Courewelh "1 taight simiost saaier,

e Court—Well, T mig Ot eXcuse co
for delay this moroing, a8 (e

THE FOG
made lt(&matur ol sowe diMculty to find the

Court, ughter,
Mr. Flgld, aftar 4 short pause, during which he
had evidently been thinking up his joke, spid =]

teel inclinedl to ask whetler the Court conld fnd its
wuy through the fog it has encountered all day
sinee it arrived in the bullding.”!  (More laughter,
wmcr the Judge obliterated with one crack of the
vel.)
l“‘lt'. Peckham wag very bonsy meanwhile (he
acems to do most of the work, anyhow) eount|
and arranging the warrants, and when he had fn-
Ixhed he offered in evidence “all the corresponding
entrles (n the hook of audit to esch of the war-
rants."  Objected Lo,  Objection overruled and
evidence admitted, Excepted to hy the detence,
The cutries contained Lo the voucher record gn

s

the same were next offered, objected to,
bty 340 excepted 10 In quick om.rfema the
day's proceedings were clue‘tll.

THE DEPUTY CHAMBERLAINSHIP.

Anotner Day of Legal Serambling in
the Counrts=Argument Upon the Injunc=
tlon Applied for by Chamberiain
Palmer Agninst Foley—Fighting the
Previous Battle Over Again—=The Ar-
gument To Be Continued To-Day.

In the fight a8 to which shall be Deputy Cham-
berlain—Walter B. Palmer or Julin Foley—tlhere
was & renewal of hostilities yesterday before Judge
Barbour, of the Superior Court, or rather the
former battle was fought over again, the opposing
party belng now, however, the Chamberialn him-
#elf, Mr. Francis A, Palmer, instead of the *“‘nephew
of his unele,” Walter B. Palmer, who was so com-
pletely routed the othes day, “foot, horse and dra-
goons." On both sides the same weapons of war-
fare were used as at the previous fght, Mr. Palmer

backing up his eclaim to the right to
appoint his  deputy by the law of 1880,
and  his  right o the injupction asked

for prohibiting Mr. Foley from attempting to as-
sume the functions of Deputy Chamberlain, and
Mr, Foley Insisting that the charter of 1870 legal-
1zes hig appolntment by the Comptroller, and that
the injunction should therefore be denled. The
Chamberlaln was represented by A. R. Lawrence
and Judge Edmonds aud Mr. Foley by John Strahan
and R, W, Townsend. An effort was made by the
Chamberiain's 1 to postpone the argument
in order to allow time to submit sdditional amda-
vits; but this proposition wae opposed by the other
gide and overruled by the Judge., Mr., Lawrence,
upon this decislon, tried to cut the matter short
by insisting that |t was unnecessary to repgat the
argument in the previons case, Inasmuch as pre-
cisely the same point was involved—the lcrlity or
otherwise. of the appointment of Mr, Foley as
Deputy Chamberlaiu—and suggested that they
subimit their former briels and let the Court declde
upon these, Mr, Strahan amnd Mr, Townsend hav-
ing eome fresh into the case, the previous argu-
ment on their gide having been made by Mr, A, R,
Dyott, who was absent, were not to be put down In
this way and thelr light hidden under & diminished
bushel. There was no other aiternutive but to go
over the argument again,
FIGHTING THE OLD BATTLE.

Nearly all day was consumed in the argnment
and then 1t was notcompleted, After the very full
report given In the HERALD of the previous argu-
ment it is unnecessary to repeat it at any length,
Firat were read the complaint and answer, to-

other with an aMdavit of Mr. Storrs, Deput

omptroiler, setting forth the fact that on the 29t
of May, 1872, Mr. Walter H. Palmer submitted to
the Comptroller what purported to be his hond as
Deputy Chamberlain, but which had never been
accepted by the Comptroller. The reading of these
documents finished Mr. Lawrence repeated his
previons argument, He Insisted that the charter
of 1870 repealed all the previous charters except
the Dongan and Montgomery charters, but that
there was no repenl of the fuw" given Ia the laws
of 1866 to the City Chamberlain toappointa depnty.
He claimed that there was no
ency between the two II
strued, In this conneetion he referred to
the recent decision of the Court of Ap-

eals In the Riverside Park matter as showing

oW a statute of 1813 was stlll in force. He dwelt
ot leuﬁth upon the Legielative intent, and urged
that there was nothing ln the charter of 1870 that
conld be tortured luto repealing the wtatute of
18060, siviuge-mlln.l power to the Chamberlain to
appoint a deputy—ia power which was then exer.
cised for the first time by this oMelal. He cited as
an analogous case the controversy over the Street
Commis nnernm? between D. D, Conover and
CUharles Deviin, In the course of his remarks he
stated the fact that the Chamberlain was under
41,200,000 hondea.

““Ihat's not 50" Interrupted Mr, Strahan.

“Your dogmatlzing way of contradicting a state-
ment |8 Ensltl.\rely refreslitng,® answered Mr. Law-

inconsist-
properly  con-

rence, “but I happen to Know what Iam tiking
about.”
“fo do I,"" persisted Mr, Strahan, X

“So do 1," persisted Mr, Lawrenee,

“1t is . matter that does not bear on this case,"
broke in the Judge.

Mr. Lawrence completed his argument without
further interruption. In the course of remarks by
Ju:lgel !ﬁdmoadu Mr. Stralgn undertwok to inter-
rupt him.

“You just wait till 1 Ect through,” sharply spoke
u? the ex-Judge, *and then you may talk to all
eternity for all 1 care,”

“Hut I insist,” contfmoed Mr. Strahan

“1 will hear no insisting. You sit down,” now
savagely said the Judge.

Mr. Strahan sat down for the nonce, but at length
came the time for him to a;?uk, and he eccupied
tne time with speaking nearly two hours. He re-
viewed the argument of Mr. Lawrence. He Insisted
that the charter of 1870 most mmvalﬂr repealed
the statute of under which the Chamberlain
claimed the right to appoint a degu ty. On the sub-
Ject of legielative intent he urged thal the purpose
of the charter of 1870 was to place the Comptroller
at the head of the finance department of the nitf'.
and as sach head to give him supreme eontrol in
the matter of the appolntments and remoyals of all
subordinates in the various bureaus of the depart-

ment,

“It Is mot supposable, of course," interrupted
the Judge, “that & man of Mr. Foley's character
would do anything wrong; but suppese the Comp-
trolier should ap| ta r:ﬁue a8 Deputy Chamber.
lain, who would be responsible for any lrauds priac-
tiged on the city ¥

Mr. Strahan answered this Inte atory by say-
ln% that the Compiroller would appoint no rogues,
Judge Barbour sent for a dictionary to get the
exact meaning of the word “deputy,’, as he wished,
he sald, to get ail the light possible bearing on the
case, Mr. Townsend made a brief argument, and
then the case was adjourned till this morning,
when the argument will deubtless be completed,

THE JUMEL ESTATE CASE.

The Sult of George W. Bowen vs. Nelson
Chuase=Further Evidence tor the De-
fendant=Ruling of the Court with Rea.
spect te Anclent Docaments.

The further hearing of the case of George Wagh.
ington Bowen va. Nelson Chase was resumed yes-
terday in the United States Cireunlt Court, before
Judge Shipman and the special jury.

Mr, Hoar, Mr, Chatfield and Mr, Schaffer appeared
ae conngel for the plalntim, and Mr. Charles 0'Conor
and Mr. J, C. Carter for the defendant,

Benjamin M. Bosworth sworn—I reside in Wars
ren, R. L; 1 am a farmer and mechanic; somewhat
familiar with the town of Providence, R. L, for
thirty-five er forty years; 1 am famillar with the
tombatones in the North Burying Ground; there is
a tombetone there recording the death of Gideon
Hull and Phoebe Hull, his wife; there I8 also a
tombstone to Captain Gideon Hull and one to
Thomas Hull and his ehildren,

Q. What was the appearance of the tombstone as
to age ¥

Ohjectea teo as iImmaterial and as hearsay.

Mr. (Conor sald they had from Hull the fact that
he and his brother, mow deceased, had caused
tombetones to be erected over thelr parents, The
true time of the death of his parents was very ma-
terial, On the first trial he awere that his parents
died at the same time In 1791 or 1702, while on the

resent trial his evidence was that his fatner dicd

n 1767 and his mother in 1800. The question was

whetner the [nseriptions upon tombstones reason-

ably traced te Hull, and ralsed by him te the
mother who hore kim and to the father whom he

::3.::1::[ to respect, should now be recelved in evi
‘M. Hoar conceded the fact that Gideon Anll,

Danicl Hull's intlher, died in 1797, and his mother in

1800,

Mr. ("Conor #aid It was impertant to show the

day and date of the deaths o gquestion.

te Court #ald the dates were admitted in the
recurds of the Town Councll of Providence already
given in evidence, and with the admission of plain-
tis counsel he dld not Think It wus necessary to
take the evidence offered.

The witness was allowed to state the date of the
death of Unptain Gldeon Hull, as It appears on the
tombstone, and it was December 30, 1826, and the
death ol Thomas C. Hull, August 24, 1884, in the
geventy-second year of his age. Im the tewn of
Cumberland there I8 a tombstone recording the
death of Major Reuben Ballon, September 19, 1508,
The witness farther testified in relation to the
geographical situation of the town of Providence
and some of 1t8 houses, for the purpose of coutra-
dicting the evidence of wituesses for the plalotlm
o thul hend,

In cross-examination the witness said he had
been employed by Mr. Chase to make those in-
quirles and had been pald for his services; wilness
wad @ lagmer and mechamle and also acted as an
attorney-at-1aw in the Probate Comrt and Court of
Common Pleas W KRhode Island, but he had not
been admitted to the bar; he might hdve been ad-
mitted but he declined to be bound by rales,

Mr. Chatflela<That seeme= 10 be a reflection apoen
the Supreme Court of your State.

; 'l"lu:I .'I:mnl:—l i gorry ler ity but I caunot help
t (Langl '

Horace A, Follett, sworn—! am Town Clerk ol
Camberiand, R. L§ a2 such I have custody of some
ancient papers. Witness produced several Pnperﬁ
of nuvient dpte signed with the signature o
Reuben Balfua,

Daniel K. Ballon sworn—I reside at Providence,
R.L:lam Clerk eof the Court of Commun Fleas
there.  [Witnegs produces papers from that Conrt,
“Brn lalnmrnl date, bearing the signature of Reuben

0.

Mr. Carter, of eonnsal for defendant, sald that
all the papers produced from the town of Cumber.
land and from the Conrj of Common Pleas in Provi-
fdence were now offered for the ||urEos~c of proving
that the emiry in the “Kiog Heury bBouk" respect-

Major

i:‘ the birth of George Washington Bowen was &

T. Chatfield objected to this evidence, No testl-
mony had been offered to show that the signature
of_Ballou to those papers was genuine,

Mr. O'Conor replied that the documents were
anclent documents used 1n legal edings, and,
in that point of view, there co be no doubt
about t authentieity. Shortly after 1564 thwe Par-
linment of Engiand enacted generally, without ref
erence to ancient or modern writings, that proof
ol handwriting might be given b{ comparison. He

d he was extremely doubitful whether any
Court_of this State, or whether any Court of the
;:Inlwd Hmte;twt;url'd reject this rlmanm ?vlui’m!cr.

e jury ougl ave An epporrunity of judging
whnether the entry in the K{nx Henry Look was
genuine or not.

Mr. Hoar having briefly replied, =

Judge Sulpman pronounced an elahorate ruling,
ho!ding that owing to the exigency of this case be
must regard the document us an anclent wiiting,
und therefore admiv it,

To this ruling the plaintifs counsel excepted.

Judge Shipman asked Mr, 0'Cunor if he inveuded
1o lollow up the evidence by m!l}:{l!xpﬂ'u-

Mr, O'Conor replied that he thought about
that, but he had now come to the conclusion that
the j'ur;r would be just a8 good experts ag to hand-
writing as any experts they might call. EXperts on
handwriting ditfered someLimes, as lawyers did on
matters of law.

Stephen R, Weedon was the next witness. He
deposed that his grandiather wuas a physician In
Providence, and he produced an account book, in

which was an entry in his grandfather's hand-
writlng, to the effect that persons named Polly
and Betsy Bowen, daughters of Caleb Bowen, werg
customers of his Tor mediciues 1o 1701 and 1792,

Mr, 0'Conor offered this entry in evidence,

Mr. Chatfield objected,
on'n:a';: Judge asked for what purpose this entry was
Mr. ("Conor—For the purpose of showing that
there was another Beuy“lluwen lving mm% and
to explain and contradict the evidence of a Betsy
Bowen dying there.

The Court allowed the evidence, and the book
was sulimitted to the Inspection of the jury.

The witness pointed out other entries in the ae-
connt books relerring to salts and emetics for
FPolly and Betsy sowen, daughters of Caleb Bowen,

The Court udjourned till eleven o'clock this morn-

ng.

BUSINESS IN THE OTHER COURTS.

SUPREME COURT—CHAMBERS.

Decistons.
By Judge Barrett,

Fraser vs. Ogden et al.—Motion granted upon
payment of $10 therefor, and §10 costs of opposing
thils motion.

Fearing vs. Busse,.—Motlon to vacate order of

arrest denied, with $10 costs,

In the Matter of the Application of Willihm W,
Hewitt Inthe Matter of Benjamin J, Cahoone, a
Lunatic.—Report confirmed and order granted,

In the Matter of the Claim of the Guardian Sav-
ings Institution va. The Bowllng Green Bavings
Bank.—The 3esltjun should be uniged before Lhe or-
der is served.

Strasburger vs, Willlam Beiden et al.—Motion
granted, with $10 costs,

Barney et al, v&. Bray et al.—The appllcants have
lenve to interpose an answer npon payment of the
mntlla of entering judgment aud $10 costs of this
motlon,

SUPERIOR COURT—SPECIAL TEAM.

Decisions,
By Judge Barbour.

Grant vs. Grcnord.—umer granted,

Coddington vs, Dunham.—Order sustaining de-
murrer,

Grady va, Coad,—Order granted,

Anderson vs, West et al.—Same.

McKeon ve. Lee.—Order on remittitnr,

Cort vs, Bun Mutoal losarance Company,—Or-
der granted.

Egeling vs. Eg
COMMON PLEAS—SPECIAL TEAM.

Decisions.

Ry Judge J. F. Daly.

. Ely‘l;rs ve. Hoar,—Motion dewmied, with leave to
cnew.

Collins vs. Stewart et. al.—Motlon granted, un-
less claimant awards complaint within five days,
< By Judge Larremore,

Adams vs, Puge et al.—Allowance of one per
cent,

By Judge Morrill.
e].l!m.— ndiugs settled,

CCURT OF BEI_EM.I. SESSIONS.
' Larceny. fe
Before Judge Sutherland.
The first case called by Assistant District Attor-
ney Russell was that of John Rogers, who pleaded
gullty to an attempt at grand larceny. On the 4th

of December he stole two pleces of cassimere,
valued at $60, from the store of Shriver & Co., No,
458 Bmadwnir. In consequence of his youth and
that being his first off the p h I wos
?:I;Jlncd to one year's fmprisonment in the State
rison.

Buarglary.
Edward Barker and John Wright, who were in-
dicted for burglariously entering the premises of
Taylor & Vanderlip, No. 96 Bowery, on the 27th of

December, and stealing $100 in money, pleaded
ity to an atiempt at burglary in the third
egree.  As this was a bad case dis Honor Imposed

the severest penalty that could be inflicted upon

the plea, which was two years and siXx months’ jn-
carceration In the State Prison.
A Car Plckpocket Sent to Sing Sing.
George McGulre pleaded guilty to larceny from
the person, he having on the 30th of December
stole a pocketbook, containing $10 78, from Cor

neliua O'Keefe, while riding in a Third avenue
ear. The Court observed that in every case be
would punigh piekpockets to the full extent of the
law, McGulre was sent to the State Prison for fve

years,

Caroline Underhill was tried upon a charge of
gtealing 37 In money from Danlel Thompson, at a
snloon in Thompson street on the 17th of Decem-
ber, The evidence was so conflicting that the jury
were nnabie to agroe. A plea of guilty of petty
larceny was accepted.

Alleged Forgery.

The entire day was spent In the trial of an in-
dictment against Edward P, Banning, Jr., who was
employed by James Sutton & Co,, proprietors of
tha Aldine, charging him with forging the following
order i—

New Y

Messra. James Sutton & Co., ln:e'rl :::'.m::jﬁ:mul
In the Aldine one mouth; 1o occupy twenty lines, at §od4)
per wonih, payable monthly.

FELLOWS, TTOFFMAN & CO.

The membera of this firm testifled that thelr
signature was a forgery. Mr. Mott, the counsel tor
the defendant, examined him at great length, and
his explanation of the affalr wias that he drew the
order at Sutton's request, so a8 to make it appear
to & certain party that the amairs of the dldine
were In a prosperous condition. A great deal of
extraneous testimony was given, and, in the course
of the trial, Judge Sutherland Intimated that the
atatements of the complainant and the prisoner
were diametrically opposed to each other. The
case will be Onished to-day,

YORKVILLE POLICE COUAT.

Plckpockets and Shoplifters In a Plokle,

On Wednesdny evening, as Mrs, A, J. Chatfleld
was passing through Forty-sixth street on her
Wway to her reslaence, 261 Fast Forty-elghth street,
8he was approached (rom behimd by a young man
named Dennis Shea, who threw her down upon the
sidewalk and forcibly took possession of her pocket-
Pool. which ahe held in her hands. He than ran
away, but was subsequently arrested on the infor-
mation of & young man who happened to witness
the outrage and knew Shea by eyesight. Yester-
day the prisoner was arraigned Lo Court and heid
in dejault of ball for trial,

Another member of the Shea family, named
Thomas, was sent down stalrs to keep his name-
sake company because he was (innocently, as he
claimed), accused of robblng & poor snilor of s
witeh und $20 In cash. ‘The sallor, whese nume
was John Thompson, was being humb by the
prisoner and others, he sald, anda to chastise them
the better he throw off hid jacket and pwmn in,
hammering right and left. ‘The “boys’ kept him
busy while the prisoner (30 a witness stated) took
up the jacket ana rifled it of Its contents.,

John Morse und some other men visited Merman
Houston's “sheep clothes” store, No, 1,643 Thira
avenue, and, while some of them ced eeveral
rairs of pants, Morse walked off with a pair with-
out even say “thank you." He was arrested
and arralgned in Court and committed for trial,
thus making three as ellgible candidates for the
State Prison as ever looked through the barred
dour of a cell,

COMISSION OF APPEALS CALENDAR,

. ALBANY, Jan. 18, 1570,
The following s the calendar of the t:on?'mlmnn
of Appeals for Friday, the 17th Inst, :—Nos, 20, 52,
40, 40, B2, BT, 77, 65, 84, 04, 95, 07, 09, 101, There wiil
be no further day calendar, exeept for snch cases
a8 have been especiully set down lor Saturday,

UNITED STATES SUPREME COURT.

———. e —r——
Wasnivaron, D. O, Jan. 13, 1573,
NO, = ~New York Central Rallroad va Locks
wooid—Error to the Cirenit Court for the Southern
district of New York.—This wns an actlon to re-
cover for personal injuries to Lockwood, sustained
In passing over the road from Buifalo to Albany.
The plaintiff (below) Lockwood was & drover, and,
taking his stock over the rond, was given the usual
Upisy’ to go himself on the same train 10 take
charge of his stoek, "at his own risk.” On the
trip, at night, the traln was stopped on the track

fov some cause, and, In attemwptiog to start it

some of the plaintiffs eaitle were thrown o wn,
and being anxious to have them on their feet 1o
reserve their condition for the murket, and the
rain not yet bheéing in motion ne got off the 1rain
and went back to get his cattle up. 1o dolng so s
fell into & “croseing” and was seriousl ln{urc-l.
nud sued to recover damages of the road. The de-
feuce was that the pass .I):]?m which Lockwouod
waent ever the road specl rovided that its ac-
ceptance “is to be consldered as a walver of all
clilms against the road for personal damages and
Injuries received while on the train,’”” The Court
Instructed the jury that sueh & contract, absolving
the company Irom (t8 proper responsibility 1o pas.
sengers, wis void from reasons of public policy,
and that it was no defence, and constituted no im-
diment in the way of recovery, The verdicl was
or the plaintll, and the writ of error maintains
that the Court erred In ity [nstructions to the jury
In not fellowing the decisiong of the State Courts as
to the congtruction the luw, Those declsions, It 18
8sald, must be regarded by the Federal Courts in
Buch cases as conclusive evidence of the law. By
the rule Luld down in the State Courts it is claimed
to be clear that the contract pleaded by the com-
pany 18 valld, and i& a perfeet defence to the ac-
tion. In regari to the question of public palicy In-
volved, 1t I8 contended that public policy and pub
lie law unite In sustaining contracts generally, and
that to warrant the l.lding of a contract invalid
as against publie policy uclear, plain strong case
of necessity for the pootectivn nnd preservation of
the public Interest must be jresented; and that
no such necesgity appears Lo (s case,

The defendant in_error maintaing the theory of
the Court below. Strone anid Shepard for plaintims
in error, and Truman Swith aod ¢ Bralpard for
defendant.

=

" BUSINKSS OPPORTUNITIES.
—ADDITIONAL CAPITAL PROGURED

for merchants, mannfacturers and othera, Persans with
eapital seeaking business advised of approved opportuni-
on. Jdtelerences—W. H. Lyon & Co, lmportersol Fancy
oudn, 4583 Broadway, &c,
GRIOGR, OARLETON & C0.,
Financial and Business Agents, ¥ Brondway,

FINE OPPORTUNITY FOR A YOUNG MAN WITH

L $A000 to secure & well established cash manntae

lnrlu%bw:lneu in full operation,  Full particalors st 50
West Eleventh street, near West.

RARE CHANCE FOR INVESTMENT —ANY GEN.

tleman in the tio or wire business will find it to his
advantage to call at Bweeney's Hotel, corner Chambers
aud Chatham streets, and examine Wilev's Revolying
Corn Popper; nducements offered; but lttle c‘wu-l 8
quired, M. H. LEY,

A PARTNER WANTED--WITI ,  TO  ASSIST
in extending good legitimate business; 100 per
eent profit; no risk; all eash sales Full particulars No.
8 Dey street, room 21,

LADY GOING 8OUTH WILL LET A COMPLETE-

ly and handsomely furoishod brown stone House, 1

}wr!!ulnrdur. all improvements, until Ist ot Mav, or year

rom May: to s gooil tenant it will be rented cheap, ~ Ap-

ih_l,v to B, FLANIGAN, corner of Twenty-eighth street and
vurth avenne, resl estate ofllce.

AN OPPORTUNITY SELDOM OFFERED.—A STEADY
L man with $500 can seenre onc-nalt interest in o Cone
fectonery amid non husiness, long vetiblished and pay.
Ing well; pmnnt;armtrhnvlnmulhu!r business will sel)
al & greal saerifice. Ai)]ihf to J. W, MUDGETT, 1is
Hroadway, rear busement.

\N'f RERPECTARBLRE, INTELLIGENT MAN, Wilo
LY will honestly Investigate a business opportunity,
w

ith a view only of investing some capital with his je-
tive services (f found entirely satisfuctoryl, may appiy
"f:‘ parteculars to M. C. JEFFERS, ollice No, U Bleecker
Rlreet.

RARE OPPORTUNITY.—PARTIES HAVING $1,200,
desiring to engige in o pleasant ensh business, puy-
PH 100 per cent, should ot tadl to call on MOUDY & o,

Hroadwavy.

A PARTNER WANTED—A PRACTICAL CRACKER,

cake or broad haker, with from $500 Lo $1LO0, to juin
advertiser in eatablishing a business; advertiser will in
vest like amount; is & thorough, practical man in all the
branches ol crneker or biscult baking, ineluding import.
o gooils.  Foll particalars st GEURGE B, TENNANT'S,
25 Ullnton street, New York.

BPLENDID CHANCE FOR AN ENERGETIO

ynungl man—For sale, the Htock and Leanse of a
firat cinas Dry Goods Store in the Lest location in the
elty of Trenton, N.J,  Reasona for m-.tul‘llp ratlsfuctory.
Address t. L. ., Post oftice, Trenton, N. J.

N ESTABLISHED CASH MANUFACTURING BUSI-
ness wants a partner with capital to extond it; lurge
orofits made and best references given, Address C. K.,
Terald ottice,

PUBLISHING AND IMPORTING HOUSE DOING
AN nosafe and very suceessiul business, dostees an active
man to take a 10,000 or 16000 interest: ocopyrichts,
Tates, stoelh, lc..‘rm,lill']' o Fnrtru:r must in future
tve in Europe, Address [MPORTER, Herald office.
TTENTION! PATENTEES —ADVERTISER WANTS
ngood Fatent to sell by State aid county rights,
Address W, T, 79 John street, up stisirs,

A —A HALF INTEREST IN A SPLENDID PAYING
« Dbusiness, establshed in 1863; an euergetie man,
with good reterences, Huerally dealt with; a thorough
investigntion given, LLOYD, 20 Brondway.

NETABLISHED BANKING BUSINESS AND FINBE

sidence for sale in & growing manufacinrin

town in Southern Illigois. Price $10,000,  Inquire o

KNORTHRUP & CHICK, No. 6 Wall street, and E, IB Mil-
LER, 20 Cedar street,

STABLISHED TWENTY YEARR —JOR PRINTING
Business, realizing substantial profite; eontroling in.
terest could mnrchmml‘. rice E.‘- O, - Further Tafor
mation of CHARLES G, DAHLGREN & CO,, 112 and 114
Broadway.

Fux HALE—WALF INTEREST IN A WELL-ESTAN-

lished twine business; small capltal reguired, For

particulars apply to C. W. DEMILT, b West ljrmdwu.

FUR HAL‘F:i—in\'I‘ ‘I urnm},'r I;AGR{!]:'ICB, THE WHOLE
or purt interest of & Business that pa

Mnlenpﬂ Bleecker street, il’l trunk -turl::.” PEREresns

JOR BALE—AT ONE-HALF ITS VALUE, A NEW

Patent for fastening windows  Cnall on or adidresq

G, E. FARMER, the Patentee, 48 and 60 Enst Twenty-
kixth street, New York.

JOR BALE—A HALF INTEREST IN A LONG.E:=.
) riin:ullnlaud H-untlijlmim-tﬁ] ‘rularl_ Intelligent amnd en-
jarprising man, with NN B hdsiness opportunity |
nm!rcd. |‘:lllilrm'\ﬂ LIBER, Herald office, L i

(1RI‘:AT HARGAIN.=COST $5,000; WILL HE SOLD
X for $4,000; a frst class Hine corner Grocery and
fmnllf Wine Store, on o leading avenne, we
established trade.  Particulars of GRIGGH,
& CO,, 98 Brondway,

st side, with
CARLETON

]’ —A LONG ESTABLIEHED HOUSE, DEALING IN
4o planos, organs and melodenns, o d aole ngents for
o leading manutacturer, and having mmple capital, de.
gire an active partoer, with $10,000 ro FEO00, to Ineredse
nRruuuhle, safe nnil cash business, Apply to GRIGGS,
CARLETON & CO,, 08 Broadwuy.

ANTED—ANY PERSON HAVING SI0000 TO IN-
vestin o valoable patent will do well to address
PATENT, Herald office.

ANTED—A MAN WITH A FEW HUNDRED DOl-

lars, in a lght mannfacturing business; goods have

an_ cstahlished  reputation; large profits.  Apply to
MOODY & CO,, 143 Broadway.

TANTED—AN ACTIVE PARTNER, WITH A CAPL
tal of $12,000 or $15,000, in an old estabilshed jobbin

and muanufacturing prug business in Baltimore, M,

Addregs, with real tame, WHOLESALE DREUGGIST, Balti-

more Post ofilee.

.200 WILL SECURE AN INTEREST IN A MANU-
facturing busdaess that will pay $40 o $70 per
weok, Appoint an interview by sddressing room 17, L9
Hroadway, New York.

$l_"0[) —PARTNER WANTED, IN AN EXTRA
Ky « profitable manufneturing business, To a
party desiring n safe and per ent hinsiness this s a
rare nﬂpr)rlunll . Foll inves tion desired. Address
MAJOR, box 140 Herald ofice,

4 WANTED=TO FE1CH OUT TWO WORKS
$.)_000 to renlize $20,000 in thres months, Proprie-
tor short of money, or this unusual offer would not be
made. no triflers need lu:t:l)': gouldl security and the best
reference in New York, Parties having the money inay
answer MONOPOLY AND CREDIT, Herald offiee.

TO  $15000 WANTED—A PAKTNER

$10.00( active or spotial, in an old estabiished

manufacturing business, well paying; fncilities in manno.
fociuring to be inervased | articlo manuwlactured new and
firss class in rtunlily;. great importanee for the future
eupply i frst cluss references roguired and given. Adilreas
for interview, with real name, FRODUOT, box L3
Herald office.

TO $A000 SPEOIAL  CAPIFAL
$100.000 wanted (o replace retired capital amd
oxtend business, which is first olass in every respect
(Jobhing and commission) ; established 10 [ eXe
tremel rofitable and perfectly sate: com
capital of §7,00; present assets, $96)000; § et
$115,000: prosent Dusiness, 868, 0K) por month; can be in'
000 to S0 per month: house e

.

crensed bo BN
overy [acklity and the trade to do it with o mo
u large porton ol their merchandise, exclusiv
comimission) of entire production of one of 1
manufnetories In the country. which las re
cremsed s fellities tor production to over S4, 00,0
annum, goods that lead the market.  With a rea

it e | alfairs of the couniry

the
te trahiled inoa five o sig
artnershiip: an opporio nili!-l rarely it over heforg

o
specinl can be nearly W not qu
years'
pifered and worth (nvestization. IF lnvestinent is desired
in legitimate business, combining large roturns with
safoty bevond question, standing of house Al refer.
ences unexceptionable, nddress for interview, with real
niine, WORKERS, box 128 eraid utfioe.
i CIGARS AND TOBACCO,
‘ﬁl‘;\!‘l‘l‘l’i:;iir?;; Ii.\\'AN_\ TOBACCO=EQUAL To
i earanco and quality, at $85 por M, =
E wenuine In Appenrance B0, G Matden lone.

T CLOTHING,
LT 0. ROSENTHAL'S, 213 THIRD AVENUE, NFAR
A Nipeteenth strect, Indles and gentiemen may oblain
full valoe of cast off Clothing, Usrpets, dc., v enllivg or
addressing.  Loadies attended 1o by M. Rosenthial,

T g THIRD AVENUE, NEAR TWF.!\‘TT-;I!T!!I}
)\ street—M. LEON pays the highest price tor ladics’
and gentemen's Cast-off Clothlug, Carpots, &e. Ladics
wilted on by Mra

2 l_[s SEVENTH AVENUE, NEAR TWENTY FOURTH
“EU) stroet,—~The above establishment ngrees to pay
more thao any dcalerﬂ;n the city Tor Wearing Ap |,.r-1.
g:}rﬁaln. &e¢,  Call oF dddress Mr, or Mrs RUSEN-

ASTROLOGY,

Pt gt

RRIVAL _EXTRAORDINARY-WONDERFUL RUV.
ropenn Business and Medical Clairvoyant —Seances
142 Wost Twenty-fiith streel, between Sixfh amd Seveuth
Avenuwes; astonishing revelations coneerning averything
storious; fortunate marviages foreiold o likonessas ex
ml . pames revenled; recaloitrant husbands pe-
clnimed ; lucky numbers turnished, - Fees % coils aivl 1.
Gentiemen inadmissante. L i

NOW THY DESTINY.<FOREWARNED 18 FOHE.
armed; those separsied rounited : luek i love and
us. Hk Foriy first street, vear Broadway.

188 WELLINGTON, MEDICAL AND RUSINESS

L Cladrvoyant, 4l Kast Twanty elghth siroos leis ol

basiness luess, Wieite, Absnl (rivids sld (9ol v Bumbesa,




